PETITION TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

We the undersigned urge the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopt the following
DRAFT County-wide Planning Policies. Specifically, we are concerned with the siting of Schools
in the Rural Area to primarily serve adjacent Urban needs. We fully support the following policies:

DP-45 to: “..reduce the need for new rural infrastructure...”

DP-47 to: “Limit the extension of urban infrastructure improvements through Rural Areas...”

and “..to restrict uses appropriate for the Rural Area...”

DP-48 to: “Prevent ... negative impacts of urban development on adjacent Rural Areas.”

DP-50 to: “Limit new public facilities located in the Rural Area to a size and scale appropriate to serve
the Rural Area...”

PFS-12 to: “Prohibit sewer expansion in Rural Areas...” as this will precipitate a domino effect on
development.

PFS-18 to: “Locate ... educational services and facilities that serve urban populations within the
Urban Growth Area...”

It is time County-wide Planning Policies move in opposition to the Rural Area as a “land bank” for
urban-related uses. We encourage the GMPC to adopt these DRAFT Policies. They are good. They
work. They are needed.
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PETITION TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL
We the undersigned urge the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopt the following
DRAFT County-wide Planning Policies. Specifically, we are concerned with the siting of Schools
in the Rural Area to primarily serve adjacent Urban needs. We fully support the following policies:

DP-45 to: “..reduce the need for new rural infrastructure...”

DP-47 to: “Limit the extension of urban infrastructure improvements through Rural Areas...”

and “..fo restrict uses appropriate for the Rural Area...”

DP-48 to: “Prevent ... negative impacts of urban development on adjacent Rural Areas.”

DP-50 to: “Limit new public facilities located in the Rural Area to a size and scale appropnate lo serve

the Rural Area...”

PFS-12 to: “Prohibit sewer expansion in Rural Areas...” as this will precipitate a domino effect on
development.

PFS-18 to: “Locate ... educational services and facilities that serve urban populations within the
Urban Growth Area...”

it is time County-wide Planning Policies move in opposition to the Rural Area as a “land bank” for
urban-related uses. We encourage the GMPC to adopt these DRAFT Policies. They are good. They
work. They are needed.
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PETITION TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL
We the undersigned urge the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopt the following
DRAFT County-wide Planning Policies. Specifically, we are concerned with the siting of Schools
in the Rural Area to primarily serve adjacent Urban needs. We fully support the following policies:

DP-45 to: “..reduce the need for new rural infrastructure...”

DP-47 to: “Limit the extension of urban infrastructure improvements through Rural Areas...”

and “..fo restrict uses appropriate for the Rural Area...”

DP-48 to: “Prevent ... negative impacts of urban development on adjacent Rural Areas.”

DP-50 to: “Limit new public facilities located in the Rural Area fo a size and scale appropriate to serve
the Rural Area...”

PFS-12 to: “Prohibit sewer expansion in Rural Areas...” as this will precipitate a domino effect on
development.

PFS-18 to: “Locate ... educational services and facilities that serve urban populations within the
Urban Growth Area...”

It is time County-wide Planning Policies move in opposition to the Rural Area as a “land bank” for
urban-related uses. We encourage the GMPC to adopt these DRAFT Policies. They are good. They
work. They are needed.
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PETITION TO THE GROWTH MANAGEMENT PLANNING COUNCIL

We the undersigned urge the Growth Management Planning Council (GMPC) adopt the following
DRAFT County-wide Planning Policies. Specifically, we are concerned with the siting of Schools
in the Rural Area to primarily serve adjacent Urban needs. We fully support the following policies:

DP-45 to: “..reduce the need for new rural infrastructure...”

DP-47 to: “Limit the extension of urban infrastructure improvements through Rural Areas...”

and “..to restrict uses appropriate for the Rural Area...”

DP-48 to: “Prevent ... negative impacts of urban development on adjacent Rural Areas.”

DP-50 to: “Limit new public facilities located in the Rural Area to a size and scale appropriate to serve
the Rural Area...”

PFS-12 to: “Prohibit sewer expansion in Rural Areas...” as this will precipitate a domino effect on
development.

PFS-18 to: “Locate ... educational services and facilities that serve urban populations within the
Urban Growth Area...”

it is time County-wide Planning Policies move in opposition to the Rural Area as a “land bank” for
urban-related uses. We encourage the GMPC to adopt these DRAFT Policies. They are good. They
work. They are needed.
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